Since 2001, I completed two research studies seeking to understand the ways in which samples of Black college students made sense of, negotiated, and articulated the multiple social and cultural facets that made up their identities
). These similar studies yielded different findings. These differences made me consider the influence of my role as the researcher, which is the central question I explore in this paper. (e.g., race/ethnicity, gender, social class, sexuality, ability, and religion/faith) . My undergraduate experiences as a Black woman attending a predominantly White college stoked my interest in identity issues and the intersections of identity. Through graduate preparation in higher education and student affairs and study to become a faculty member in the field, I found an opportunity to explore these issues empirically.
I see intra-individual identity as a complex construct constituted by an array of relevant socially constructed identities

The two studies I review in this article produced two different sets of findings (discussed further below). Certainly other explanations exist for these "shifts," as I am identifying them. For example, contextual differences between the institutional environments of the colleges the students attended could have influenced these "shifts." Similarly, individual variation among the students could explain the differences. Although these may be equally valid explanations for the differences in my findings, I am persuaded by the philosophical doctrine of fallibilism to also explore as a strong contributing factor my growth and development as a researcher.
Fallibilism, most strongly associated with Charles Peirce (1955) , acknowledges that empirical knowledge claims are informed by imperfect observations and therefore may turn out to be false and subject to correction (Rysiew, 2009) Jones, 2009) . Intersectionality posits that the multiple facets of identity are mutually constitutive, non-unitary, and interdependent, present- ing unique ontological and methodological challenges for researchers (Bowleg, 2008; McCall, 2005 (Stewart, 2002 (Stewart, , 2009 . Four major differences in the findings were discovered when examining the two studies' reports (Stewart, 2002 (Stewart, , 2008 (Stewart, , 2009 ).
. One of the avenues through which fallibility exists in empirical knowledge claims is via the researcher. The evolving knowledge and skill of the researcher can lead to refinements in interview questions, data analysis, and interpretations. This circumstance is especially important for researchers who choose constructivist epistemological frameworks for their methodology.
Constructivism considers the researcher as a central and vital instrument in the collection and interpretation of data. The growth and development of the researcher as instrument may be manifested in seemingly different findings in cross-
The Constructivist Researcher's Role
During the two studies, I was at different stages concerning understanding intersectionality, as well as different places in my methodological knowledge and skill. The first study was completed as a dissertation project (Stewart, 2001) ; the work of a novice researcher. The second study was completed four years into my career as a researcher and professor. Revisiting other research and writing on multiple identities (Abes, Jones, & McEwen, 2007; Jones & McEwen, 2000) , intersectionality (Bowleg, 2008; Collins, 1991; McCall, 2005) , and realist identity theories (Macdonald & Sánchez-Casal, 2009) (Jones, Torres, & Arminio, 2006) .
As Patton (2002) (Schwandt, 1994, p. 129 The researcher as instrument has prompted scholars to promote reflexivity as a necessary tool for qualitative researchers (Jones, Torres, & Arminio, 2006; Patton, 2002) . Reflexivity acknowledges "the importance of self-awareness, political/cultural consciousness, and ownership of one's perspective" (Patton, 2002, p. 64) . Being reflexive then "is to undertake an ongoing examination of what I know and how I know it" (Patton, 2002, p. 64, emphasis in original) . Jones, Torres, and Arminio (2006) 
Challenges of Conducting Research on Multiple Identities and Intersectionality
Some argue that research and models of multiple identities "fail to challenge effectively the traditional metaphysical understanding of identity as unity" (Fuss as cited by McCall, 2005 McCall, , p. 1778 . Others view identity in ways that support research of multiple social identities in student development. According to Macdonald and Sánchez-Casal (2009) 
, a realist theory of identity understands socially constructed identities to be real, such that they do circumscribe and shape people's experiences and the meaning they make of those experiences. Realist identity theory allows the epistemic salience of identity as well as the idea that individuals are members of multiple communities of meaning. These communities intersect to influence one's constructions of self, others, and the social world Macdonald and Sánchez-Casal (2009). How one ought to approach this topic methodologically is not self-evident.
One's orientation to categories of social identities heavily influences how one treats data regarding multiple and intersecting identities. "Language creates categorical reality rather than the other way around" (McCall, 2005 (McCall, , p. 1777 . McCall (2005) (Bowleg, 2008, p. 317) . In contrast, the additive approach sees social identities as "independent and uni-dimensional" (p. 312) .
To overcome the default additive assumptions that render inauthentic understandings of participants' experiences with intersectionality, Bowleg (2008) suggested that researchers heed three cautions. The first exhortation was to be mindful that the "wording of questions shapes how participants respond to them" (p. 314). In other words, if the researcher asks participants to separate, rank, and/or identify salience among the multiple facets of their identities, they are likely to do so, their perceptions of identity intersectionality notwithstanding. The respondents may articulate the meaning of their identities in an additive fashion to the researcher, even though their internalized meanings may actually reflect an intersectional approach.
Second, Bowleg (2008) advised researchers to aggressively apply their philosophical paradigm to "both shape and constrain the meaning(s) of the evidence" (McGrath & Johnson, 2003 as quoted by Bowleg, 2008, p. 317 (Broido & Manning, 2002; Lawrence-Lightfoot & Hoffman Davis, 1997; Patton, 2002) . The study conducted in 2001 employed portraiture (Lawrence-Lightfoot & Hoffman Davis, 1997) using semi-structured, staged interviews (Seidman, 1998) (Stewart, 2001) . The use of three analytical frames provided analytical triangulation (Patton, 2002 (Stewart, 2009 (Patton, 2002) was achieved. Open, axial, and selective coding shaped the data analysis and produced rich findings (Stewart, 2009 (Patton, 2002) .
Upon comparing the findings from the 2001 and 2005 studies, I found differences in four areas: the language participants used to describe the multiple facets of their identities; how they negotiated identity; what participants identified as the animating essence of their personalities; and the participants' goals for identity development. Due to the similarity in the research questions and commonalities among both respondent groups, I set out to compare both sets of data to discern reasons for the differences. One of the questions posed during data analysis was, would development of the researcher as instrument constitute one explanation for the differences I found between how Black college students constructed the intersections of their multiple identities across the two studies? To address this question and provide further context for the reader, I trace the development of my thinking as a researcher regarding this topic.
My Development as a Researcher
In the opening pages of my dissertation which summarized the 2001 study, I stated the following in my definition of terms: "Finally, identity integration, identity intersection, and wholeness represent three interchangeable terms for describing self-knowledge and identity patterns which belie interdependence and interconnection among the multiple sociocultural identities addressed in this study-race, gender, and class" (Stewart, 2001, p. 2 (Stewart, 2001, p. 13) . Finally, in the conclusion of my literature review, I quoted Smith and Watson (1992) , "locations in gender, race, ethnicity, and sexuality complicate one another, and not merely additively" (Stewart, 2001, p. 56 
, emphasis in original). Later in the introductory chapter, I made the following statement: "I have asserted that identity integration provides a way to transcend the societal tendency to compartmentalize everything including the self . . . (i.e., sociocultural identities)"
Differences Between the Findings
Although not explicitly informed by Bowleg's (2008) 
